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REMARKS 

Review and reconsideration of the non-final Office Action mailed July 17, 201! (the "'Office 
Action"), is respectfully requested in view ol the above amendments and the fo lovs ng remarks 
At Inagh n e\ t. u uul 1m fi(>i < w -i 1 -m 1 ^ \A vi ^ 

ct i i irpk t( )cp - . 

At the time of the Office Action, claims I, 3-4, 6, 8, 9. 1 1 and 13-14 were pending, By this 
amendment, claims 15-19 have been added. No new matter is added. 

The amendments presented herein have been made solely to expedite prosecution of the instant 
application to allowance and should not be construed as an indication of Applicants" agreement with or 
acquiescence to the Examiner's position Accordingly, Applicants expressly maintain the right to 
pursue broader subject matter through subsequent amendments, continuation or divisional applications, 
reexarfiinationorreissue. pl cee< g rnd al other available means The amendments and rejections 
are addressed below in more detail 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant wishes to thank Examiner McClain-CoIeman for granting Applicant's request for a 
telephonic inter, sew. AppLcmr^ under-rued representative looks forward to speaking with the 
Examiner on November 2, 201 1 at 1 1:30 am. 

Claim Refection - 35 U.S.C. §103 

In the Office Action, Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 8-9, 11 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being obvious in view of Abraham, "A Solution to Spontaneous Combustion in Linseed Oil 
Formulations," Polymer Degradation and Stabifii} (1996) ("Abraham") in view of Buist el. ah, "In Situ 
Bumingd' her-.' Appl. Chem (1999) (' Buist") Applicants rcspectfuih submit that Abrahai t and Buist 
are complete! i e et d t i persot of ski in the art would co ib > md even if Abraham 

and Buist were combined, they Jo not disclose oi suggest the claimed method. 

As set forth i claim 1 theel >< s drawn to 
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L {Previously presented) A method for Forming a gelatinous film having a 
peeling propertv relative to a ba*c, composing ihe uep- 0 applying o « 'king oil onto 

1 "> J M Pir 1 * s i. v ( i - 

of the base into contact with a flame having a temperature of 1,000 °C or above. 
\vbe?eum , ^ \ ^ re: mod In the 

contact of the surface of said cooking oil with flame. 

Thus, the claimed method mate- > n wd o I nning a gelatin ous B m having a pee) ig 
property relative to a base. The method includes applying a cooking oil onto a surface of a base; and 
bringing a surface of th . ce of m nkj act with a flame 

H ^ i <ei uer eo' I » i i i - i ^ >m j , *. 

formed by t he contact of the surface of said co oking oil with dame . 

Abraham is drawn to a method 1 io r oc i * mun g 

see« i spnm v sing Abraham Abstract Spontaneous 

u l'^ ' in ' m | - . i u , <\ m> hty mat u 

will cause a home or other building to burn to the ground. Thus, the critical aspect of Abraham is to 
prevent the varnishes and oil-based house paints containing linseed oil from igniting, which they will 
do spontaneously. Since the whole point of Abraham is to prevent fires caused by the varnishes and 
'pitints, ap n the art would not contact the varnish oi pain any reason, 

much less expecting to form a stable gelatinous film having a peeling property relative to a base. 

Buis « tm I of r< < p i v. - i c < I Page 43 . As an 

i m N > - s „ , i h s >r Linseed oil ? d. Furthermore, 

Bursts ites to rcmcma on i\ t uso . a 0 e oi en ona , -e' » r ije in c> ntrast 

Buist is drawn to a technique that prevents spontaneous combustion. Thus, Buist and Abraham are 
completely s 1 <o m e 

Abraham and Buist in any way and certainly would not expect that some contrived combination of 
Abraham and Buist could produce a method of forming a stable gelatinous film having a peeling 
property relative to a base, in view of at leas ego > t v I Is quest s a! 

rejection based on combination of Abraham and Buist be withdrawn. 

ents are even stronger wit! spect 3 i v via > s ! c 1 re to 

contacting foodstuffs with the gelatinous him. 



U.S. Patent Application No, 10/551,743 
Amendment C 
Docket No. 1625-202 
Page? of 7 



For at least the reasons set forth above, the indepe dent c eiieve< iowal In 

addition, the dependent claims are believed to be allowable due to their dependence on an allowable 
base claim and for further features reeded therein. The application is believed to he in condition for 
immediate allowance. If any issues remain outstanding. Applicant invites the Examiner to cad the 
undersigned (561-962-2 1 1 0) if it is believed that a telephone interview would expedite the prosecution 
of the application io an allowance. 



Respectfully submitted. 



ML4NE MORRIS LLP 
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